Abstract. The paper presents an analysis of the structural types of the adnominal possessive constructions in three little-studied Southern dialects of Selkup: Narym, Vasjugan and Middle-Ob. Apart from the other two types of possessive constructions (predicative and external) the adnominal possessive construction corresponds to a noun phrase involving a possessor (dependent) and a possessed (head). The possessor can be expressed by a noun or a pronoun, thus two types of adnominal possessive constructions (PNP) can be distinguished: nominal PNP and pronominal PNP. There are some approaches to marking possession in each type of the PNP in Selkup, which boil down to morphological or syntactic encoding. The locus of explicitly expressed markers encoding the possessive relation can either be on the head, on the dependent, on both or on neither of them in Southern Selkup.
Introduction
The paper deals with the adnominal possessive constructions in Southern Selkup. The Selkup language is the sole living representative of the Southern Samoyedic group of the Uralic family. It is represented in the area of the Jamalo-Nenets Autonomous Okrug of the Tjumen Oblast in the KrasnoselÍ kup District (KrasnoselÍ kup, Sidorovsk, ČaselÍ ka, TolÍ ka, Ratta, Kikkiakki) and in the Purovsk District (Tarko-Sale, Bystrinka); in the Turuchansk District of the Krasnojarsk Krai (Farkovo, Turuchansk, Sovetskaja Rečka); in the Kargasok, ParabelÍ , Verchneketskij and Kolpaševo Districts of the Tomsk Oblast. See Figs. 1-2.
The Selkup language is a conglomerate of dialects whose differences are obviously marked. The Selkup dialects can be divided into two clusters: Northern Selkup dialects and Southern-Central Selkup dialects (Глуш-ков, Байдак, Максимова 2013 : 53) . In the present paper we use Southern Selkup to describe both Southern and Central dialects. Our typological analysis is mostly based on language data from the Vasjugan, Narym and Middle-Ob dialects. All three dialects are highly endangered and lesser studied. The communicative energy of the Selkup language is dangerously diminishing due to the influence of the Russian cultural and linguistic environment that the Selkup live in. Their children and youth are predominantly educated in Russian.
Possession is a linguistic concept that conveys the idea of appurtenance between a possessor and a possessed (possessum, possessee), for the expression of which there is a diverse inventory of means in the language systems of the world (Broschart 2001) .
On the morphosyntactic level, possessive constructions are traditionally divided into those of adnominal (my dog, the woman's dog), predicative (she has a dog, the dog belongs to me, the dog is mine) and external possession (Koptjevskaya-Tamm 2002) . External possession is illustrated in example (1).
(1) French
Je l u i ai pris la m a i n I 3SG.DAT have taken the hand 'I took h i s h a n d'
The adnominal possessive construction corresponds to a noun phrase and is opposed to the predicative possessive construction and to the external possessive construction (Koptjevskaja-Tamm 2002 : 765; Filchenko 2014 : 83; Potanina 2014; Budzisch 2015 : 45; Ким-Малони, Ковылин 2015) . External possessive constructions code the possessor as a core grammatical relation of the verb and in a constituent separate from the one containing the possessed item (Payne, Barshi 1999) . In predicative possession the relations of possession are construed in the main predication of a clause or sentence, that is, the possessed item is predicated of a possessor (Stassen 2013). Predicative possession encodes the possessive relationship between possessor and possessee either in the form of a transitive construction (Habeo-possessive constructions) or an intransitive one (existential sentences or Essepossessive constructions) (Stassen 2013) . With regard to habeo-or esseverbs, there is the verb ēqo 'to be' in Selkup and the "predicative possession is essentially based on existential constructions" (Budzisch 2015 : 45, Honti 2008 . The present article, however, focuses on the Selkup adnominal possessive constructions alone.
In adnominal possession, a possessive construction involves two elements, a possessor and a possessee, that jointly constitute a noun phrase (NP) -a possessive NP (PNP) (Koptjevskaja-Tamm 2001) . The possessor can be either pronominal or nominal, thus we deem it is appropriate to talk about the pronominal possessive construction and the nominal possessive one. Additionally, a PNP may contain construction markers (СМs) whose function is to mark explicitly the exact type of relation between the possessor and the possessee (Koptjevskaja-Tamm 2002) . In a PNP construction markers can be morphologically bound either to the possessor (dependent-marking), to the possessee (head-marking), or to both (double-marking), or they can function as unbound elements (Koptjevskaja-Tamm 2001) . In languages of the world the concept of possession (represented by numerous semantic categories) in a PNP is either morphologically marked (e.g. by case-markers, possessive markers, prepositions, prefixes, linking pronouns) or not (e.g. compounding, juxtaposing); in the former case, the CMs can be found either in pre-or post-position to the marked element (Koptjevskaja-Tamm 2002 , 2001 Potanina, Filchenko 2015) . Both word-order typologies, i.e., possessee-possessor and possessor-possessee are found with an almost equal frequency in the language systems of the world (Koptjevskaja-Tamm 2001) .
The languages in Europe preferentially use dependent-marking PNPs. In the eastern and southeastern periphery of Europe double-marked and prepositional PNPs tend to be common (Koptjevskaja- Tamm The locative marker can rarely be used to mark possessive relations in nominal possessive constructions (Беккер, Алиткина, Быконя, Ильяшен-ко 1995 : 78) . In Vasjugan Selkup the genitive and the locative can overtly mark a noun possessor. The marker of the locative is regularly added after the genitive one. While Selkup is an agglutinative language, where every morpheme has a particular grammatical function, it is possible that the genitive and locative markers express different shades of meaning of possession. 
ńeńńa-la-t šer-b-at māt, t a b l a -n ń e ń ń a sisters-PL-PX.3SG enter-PSTN-3PL home 3PL-GEN sister tÍaŋgu-s māt-qut be absent-PST home-LOC 'T h e i r s i s t e r was not at home'
Though the possessor controls the possession, the possessor can be coded implicitly with the mandatory possessive affixation on the head-noun. Omission of the possessor in NP is possible because Selkup is considered as a pro-drop or partially pro-drop language. The ellipsis of the possessor is appropriate in the language system which employs a full range of affixes for coding the number and person of the possessor. The possessive suffix on the head agrees with the implied possessor. The implicit possessor is easily recoverable from the context and semantically NPs with implicit possessor predominantly code inalienable possession (body parts and kinship). The salience of the Selkup language is that the object in the canonical SOV pattern can be expressed by a zero-marked noun for accusative (Кузнецова, Хелимский, Грушкина 1980 : 172) . The accusative marker in the case paradigm of nouns is -m. When a possessee in an NP is the object of a sentence, it is morphologically difficult to distinguish whether it is marked by an accusative declensional suffix or by the possessive suffix of the 1 st person. The feature is illustrated by the examples (10)- (11) The following examples (12)- (14) illustrate the cases in which the pronominal possessors are marked for the locative. The locative markernan is used for coding possession in a pronominal construction, the marking of the possessee with a possessive affix is obligatory. The locus of marking of the possession is on both the head and the dependent. m a n -n a n a d z, a -m ku-m-ba 1SG-LOC father-PX.1SG die-PSTN-3SG.sb 'M y f a t h e r died' (13) Middle-Ob Selkup (Рябчик человеком стал 2010 : 141) t a b -n a n nāgur n ē -t 3SG-LOC three daughter-PX.3SG 'H e h a s g o t three daughters' (14) Middle-Ob Selkup (Рябчик человеком стал 2010 : 152) t a b -n a n a r a -t e-z-a pēge 3SG-LOC husband-PX.3SG be-PSTN-3SG hazel-grouse 'H e r h u s b a n d was a hazel-grouse'
There is an example (15) from Vasjugan Selkup in which the pronominal possessor in the form of the 3 rd person is marked for both cases: the genitive and the locative, while the possessed noun is also marked by a possessive affix. (16)). There is an opinion, though challenged (Budzisch 2015 : 47) , that some Selkup pronominal roots originate from the same stem on-. In actual speech these pronouns can be used to convey various meanings (similar to, e.g., Russian sam, sama 'by oneself', svoj 'one's own', sebq 'self', sebe 'to oneself'), each is coded on the morphological and syntactical levels (Беккер, Алиткина, Быконя, Ильяшенко 1995 : 87). aza ǖd-enǯ-al, t a n n ā n i e-nǯ-a NEG let go-FUT-2SG.ob 2SG to be-FUT-3SG.sub 'Don't let (him) go, he will be y o u r s '
Conclusion
The typological analysis of the adnominal constructions in Southern Selkup enables the following conclusions: 1. The adnominal possessive constructions can be differentiated into pronominal and nominal ones. The possessor of the pronominal possessive construction is frequently coded implicitly, the possessed is obligatorily marked. As a rule, NP with the implicit possessor code inalienable possession. 2. In a pronominal possessive construction the locus of marking the possession depends on the possessor. Two scenarios are possible: the possessor is coded by the 1 st or 2 nd person pronouns, possessive relations are marked on the head with possessive suffixes; the possessor is coded by the 3rd person pronoun, the locus of marking is on the dependent. It is marked by the genitive marker. Adnominal Possessive Constructions in Narym...
